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Claim Objections 

Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase 
"one of the following" implies a choice among two or more options, yet only 
"Burst Cutting-Area" is listed. The examiner suggests removing the phrase "one 
of the following." 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase 
"additional data item" is grammatically incorrect, the phrase has been construed 
as "additional data items". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claim 1, the phrase "the portion with an identification 
information" is unclear, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be apprised 
of the scope of the invention. The examiner suggests using the phrase "the 
portion with identification information." The claim has been so construed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-3, 7, and 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 

anticipated by Sprigg (US 2003/0061504). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Sprigg teaches a device comprising: 

A local storage arrangement for storing a plurality of data items (1 19 in 

Figure 1); 

A receptacle for receiving a removable storage carrier storing a software 
application (I/O Device 125, also see paragraph 0026 for removable carriers); 

A storage management unit for allocating a portion of the local storage 
arrangement to the removable storage carrier and referencing a portion with 
identification information respecting respective access rights to a data item 
stored in the portion granted to the software application (paragraph 0013, also 
paragraph 0034, 0037, and 0038 for identification information). 

Regarding Claim 2, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 , wherein the 
storage management unit comprises Application Programming Interfaces that 
control an access to the local storage arrangement (paragraph 0030). 

Regarding Claim 3, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 , wherein the 
access rights include at least one of the following with respect to the data item: 
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viewing, reading, executing, accessing, retrieving, deleting, writing, and saving 
(see Paragraph 0022, where applications may be denied access to other 
applications). 

Regarding Claim 7, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 , wherein the 
identification information includes an identifier of the software application (see 
Paragraph 0038, where the name of the software application is used as the 
identifier). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 , wherein the 
storage management unit causes one or more data items not comprised in the 
allocated portion to be hidden from the software application (paragraph 0039, 
also see Figure 3). 

Regarding Claim 12, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 , wherein the : 
portion comprises the item only (last two sentences of paragraph 0039). 

Regarding Claim 13, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1, wherein the 
storage management unit grants no access rights to the software application with 
respect to other data items stored outside the allocated portion (paragraphs 0039 
and 0040). 

Regarding Claim 14, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1, wherein the 
storage management unit hides to the software application other data items 
stored outside the allocated portion (paragraphs 0039 and 0040). 

Regarding Claim 15, Sprigg teaches a method for managing a local 
storage arrangement in a device comprising: 
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Allocating a portion of the local storage arrangement to an optical storage 
carrier inserted in the device (see paragraph 0013, also see paragraph 0026 for 
removable carriers, among which the optical CD-ROM is listed); 

Granting access rights to a software application stored on the carrier with 
respect to a data item stored in the portion (see Paragraph 0022, where 
applications may be denied access to other applications); and, 

Including in the portion identification information respecting the access 
rights (see paragraph 0034, 0037, and 0038 for identification information). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sprigg in view of Ayat (US 6,904,232) and Lee (US 6,414,920). 

Regarding Claim 4, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 as discussed 
above. However, Sprigg does not teach where the identification information 
includes an identifier of the removable storage carrier. Ayat teaches Burst 
Cutting Area information being read from an optical device to a host (Column 1 
Lines 12-14 and Column 1 Lines 26-33, also see Figure 2B in Ayat). It would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
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ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains to have used this 
identification information for the information described in Claim 1 . Lee provides 
the motivation when he states that by adding and using this information to a disc, 
one may obtain the benefit of a harder to duplicate disc (Column 1 , Lines 1 5-23 
in Lee). 

Regarding Claim 6, the combined device meets all limitations of Claim 4, 
wherein the identification information is one of the following: Burst Cutting Area 
as described above. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sprigg, Ayat, and Lee as applied to Claim 4 and 6 above, and further in view of 
Comerford (US 4,577,289). 

Sprigg and Ayat teach all limitations of Claim 4 as discussed above. 
However, they do not teach where the identification information includes a unique 
identification number associated with the removable storage carrier. Comerford 
teaches storing a unique key on an individual disk (Column 2 Lines 63-68 in 
Comerford). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which the subject matter pertains to have included this unique identification 
number in the identification information of Claim 1 . As motivation, this will help 
prevent piracy, since a machine will be able to determine if a medium is an 
original or a copy (see Column 2 Lines 35-38 in Comerford). Thus, by combining 
the devices, additional benefits are obtained. . 
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Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sprigg in view of Chang (US 5,724,425). 

Sprigg meets all limitations of Claim 1 are discussed above. However, 
Sprigg does not teach where the identification information is a representative of a 
publisher of the removable storage. Chang teaches information representing the 
publisher of an application being sent to a host computer (Column 3 Lines 15-37 
in Chang). It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains to have 
used this information as the identification information in Claim 1 . Chang provides 
motivation, since it provides a way "for authenticating that software distributed by 
a manufacturer is a legitimate copy of an authorized software release, and that 
the software contains only the original manufacturers code without tampering" 
(Column 3 Lines 1-5 in Chang). Thus, by combining the two devices, additional 
benefits are obtained. 

Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sprigg in view of Barnett (US 6,292,874). 

Regarding Claims 9 and 10, Sprigg teaches all limitations of Claim 1 as 
discussed above. However, Sprigg does not teach the storage management unit 
further enabling the software application to store additional data items in the 
allocated portion. Barnett teaches segregating applications such that each has 
its own memory space, where data other than identification information is also 
stored in this space (Column 3 Lines 7-1 1 in Barnett, also see Figure 3 in 
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Barnett). It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains to have 
allowed applications to store additional data items. As motivation, allowing 
applications to store additional data on the computer allows for faster access 
time (by allowing the data be placed in a CPU cache or RAM) compared to 
reading all data from the removable storage carrier. Thus, by combining the 
devices, additional benefits are obtained. 

The combined device also meets the limitations of Claim 10, since the size 
of each application is limited (Column 3 Lines 11-18 in Barnett). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Mark A. Giardino whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-3565. The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 7:30 - 5:00. 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David Robertson can be reached at (571 ) 272-41 86. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

M.A. Giardino S~\ 




^ T)AVID ROBERTSON 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



